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There has been no greater relationship in the last half of the twentieth century and
currently than the relationship between the United States and Israel. Both parties do
benefit from the relationship, but the benefits that Israel receives surpass the benefits that
the United States receives in turn. The purpose of this Capstone thesis was to explore the
problematic relationship between the two nations and how the relationship could be alter
to benefit both nations equally. The method of research was the reading and analysis of
policy makers from Israel and the United States, government documents and research
orchestrated from Political Science and History Professors that are experts in Middle
Eastern affairs. The significance of the project is to inform the audience how the
relationship must be changed in order to have a more positive relation and foreign policy
in the region. The conclusion was a constructive display of altering the foreign policy and








The United States and Israel. ..A Study
The United States has had an alley with Israel since the founding of the Jewish State. But
has the relationship benefited both nations mutually or solely for the benefit for only one of the
nations? This paper will examine the United States of America's relation with Israel and explore
the question, "does Israel pose a burden on the United States?" The United States has had an
influx of Jewish immigrants from Europe during the Mid-Nineteen Century to around the time of
the Second World War. Anti-Semitism has always been in existence in both Europe and the
United States, but after the Second World War America has been more warming to the Jewish
people and defends them. The more anti-Semitic the world became the larger the Zionist
Movement grew. The Zionist had and still has one persisting goal and that goal is to create,
defend, and grow a nation of Jews in the homeland in Palestine. The Zionist pressured England
to give Palestine to the Jews once England acquired it from the Ottomans after World War One.
Once the Declaration of the Establishment of the State of Israel was enacted, the Jewish people
returned to their "birthplace" (Smith, 218).
Material and resources would not have been unapproachable and not important. It is
possible the sudden change and the genesis of the questioning of United States and Israeli
relations began once Osama bin Laden declared a Fatwa against the United States for supporting
the state of Israel. It became more apparent and serious once bin Laden was named the
mastermind behind the terrorist attacks on 9/11. The attack on the American homeland was not
only tragic, but opened a plethora of questioning such as why it happened, why did the American
government officials let their guard down? This thesis focuses on the possible repercussions for
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the United States and Israeli relations in regard to United States vulnerability and susceptibility
on 9/11 and currently.
The location of Israel is also problematic itself not solely because of its fertile soil but it
is a peninsula between Africa and Asia. It was conquered by many ancient empires and needed
to be in order for the empire to thrive. The land of Israel only knows violence and oppression.
The Israelites themselves were oppressed by Persians, Greeks, Romans, Arabs, and Ottomans.
Religion is the main reason for the founding of Israel and at times the Jews living in Palestine
were persecuted by empires. The land changed hands between Christians and Muslims but Jews
remained in Palestine and were taxed, denied rights or citizenship.
In 1856, Sultan Abdul Majid issued a proclamation reaffirming more specific principles
regarding equality of all religions in the area, called The Islahat Fermani (Hatti Humanyouni).
Jews and Muslims in the area lived together and non-violently for many years. (Smith, 46-48).
Then the idea of a sole Jewish state lived and prospered in the minds of exiled Jews in Europe
and abroad. Theodor Herzl wrote Der Judenstaat, which defended and fostered the idea of the
restoration of Israel. This movement became to be known as the Zionist movement (Smith 49-
50). The Palestinian Arabs also wanted a nation 'in Palestine and in many instances was ignored
or did not even have a voice in determining their destiny such as the Faysal-Weizmann
Agreement, which was a short-lived agreement between the President of the World Zionist
Organization, Chaim Weizmann and the King of Iraq, Faysall. It started the development of a
Jewish and Arab homeland in Palestine. Britain, of whom had control of the area, also supported
the growth of a Jewish national home in Palestine. The Mandate for Palestine (July 24, 1922)




Almost all nations are created through war and violence, but Israel has taken the land
from another group of people. Unlike through revolution to become a nation Israel fought for her
"Independence." Once the British left Palestine, Israel was on her own to defend against Arab
attacks. The Israelis had to fight against the people who had lived in the land long after the
Ancient Israelites. A significant number of Jews had lived in the region with the Arabs for
centuries. Until the time that Jews wanted to take the land totally with no negotiations, the
problems began. There were five Arab countries that neighbored Palestine that joined in the
Palestinian cause and fought to stop Israel. These countries did not want a hostile neighbor or an
economic competition that the Israelis would impose.
Israel has always had a violent and militaristic response to situations as well as rhetoric as
a means of foreign policy. A speech by Israeli Foreign Minister Golda Meir to the United
Nations General Assembly, Israel noted that the Gulf of Aqaba and Straits of Tiran "were
international waterways and could not be interdicted by any nation." In paragraph thirteen, she
notes "interference by armed force with ships of Israel flag exercising free and innocent passage
in the Gulf of Aqaba and through the Straits of Tiran, will be regarded by Israel as an attack
entitling it to exercise its inherent right of self-defense under Article 51 of the United Nations
Charter and to take all such measures as are necessary to ensure the free and innocent passage of
its ships in the Gulf and in the Straits" (Smith, 257-58). It would be used as an excuse to impose
a blockade over those exact waterways "in light of Egyptian actions in May 1967" (Smith, 257).
No matter what the reason for Israeli military action, she always claims a state ofvictimhood and
justification for her to invade and acquire more territory from an Arab nation. After the Six-Day
War, Israel gained control of the Gaza Strip and Sinai Peninsula from Egypt, West Bank from
Jordan and the Golan Heights from Syria. United States support for these actions looked in
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disfavor from the Arab world. It is because of Israel's militaristic policy and United States
support that both nations are targets for terrorism.
America became involved with the Israel nation once America acknowledged that Israel
is a nation. The people of the United States have generally been a supporter of Israel. The
situation of Israel popularity is a non-partisan situation as well. Both Democrats and Republicans
support Israel and her actions in the Middle East for the most part. Currently the percentage of
Americans that support Israel is sixty-five percent while only fifteen percent of Americans
sympathize with Palestine (Bard, Public Opinion Toward Israel). Many Americans are Jewish
and also Christians tie into the Jewish Homeland because of religious reasons. Religion is a
reason why Americans are so supportive of the Jewish State. Democracy in the region is another
reason why Americans support Israel. The Jewish Nation also mirrors American diplomacy and
is a staunch ally to America.
"Remarkably, Israel is the only recipient of U.S. economic aid that does not have to
account for how it is spent" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 28) When the United States gives aid to
other countries, the U.S. requires the allocation for specific development projects such as
HIV/AIDS prevention, education purposes, countemarcotics programs, children's health,
democracy promotion, and social programs. "The U.S economic aid that is given to Israel as
direct government-to-government budgetary authority without any specific project accounting
and money is fungible; there is no way to tell how Israel uses U.S. aid" (Mearsheimer and Walt,
28). Israel also saves millions of dollars by borrowing money from commercial banks at lower
rates. "The United States Congress authorized a second round of loan guarantees in 2003, which
totaled nearly nine billion dollars. The purpose of the loan was to aid Israel for the war with Iraq,
deal with protracted economic crisis, and cover the costs imposed by the Second Palestinian
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Intifada" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 28-29). The only action I recall Israel did to aid the United
States in both wars with Iraq was verbal support. Noam Chomsky refers Israel as, "virtually an
offshore US military establishment" (Afrasiabi, Middle East Online).
According to Josh Ruebner a journalist from the Huffington Post, "data published
recently by the US Campaign to End the Israeli Occupation shows that U.S. military aid to Israel
comes at a financial and moral price that this country cannot afford to pay." The US Campaign to
End the Israeli Occupation displays on its website that the $3 billion that will be provided for
Israel could be used for in the United States. It could be used in America and some examples are
for "364,000 low-income households with affordable housing vouchers, or to retrain 498,000
workers for green jobs, or to provide early reading programs to 887,000 at-risk students, or to
provide access to primary health care services for more than 24 million uninsured Americans
(US Campaign to End the Israel Occupation)"
The aid that is going to Israel is being used for tightening the grip on the Palestinians.
Israel has illegally been occupying the Gaza Strip, West Bank, and East Jerusalem for forty-two
years. An estimated "3,107 innocent Palestinian civilians have been killed by Israel during the
Presidency of George W. Bush. During those years, Israel had also injured thousands more
innocent Palestinians and destroyed billions of dollars of Palestinian civilian infrastructure
including homes, schools, factories, government buildings, and even Palestine's only airport. The
severity and scale of this killing and destruction were made possible by hi-tech U.S. weapons
provided to Israel at taxpayer expense" (Ruebner, U.S. Can't Afford Military Aid to Israel).
Not only does the American federal government supply aid to Israel, but independent
American states also support Israel financially or have strong relations with her. In 1984, Texas
created the Texas Israel Exchange to promote projects in agriculture that would benefit both the
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Texas Department of Agriculture and Israel's Ministry of Agriculture. 19 other states also share a
beneficial relationship with Israel to increase tourism, research, culture, and other interests that
matter for the specific state and Israel. Governors, senators, representatives, and other politicians
will lead conferences with Israeli interests to benefit their state in America and also the state of
Israel. A specific example would be the state of North Carolina. The Tar Heel state signed an
agreement with Israel in 1993 for "Broad Corporation" (Bard, U.S.-Israel Relations: A Special
Alliance). An institution for people in autism was established in Israel based on an institution and
methods used in North Carolina. Money is also invested by states in Israel. New York currently
invests the most with 1.1 billion dollars" (Bard, U.S.-Israel Relations: A Special Alliance).
President Obama currently follows in his predecessor's footsteps in regards to the Israel
budget support. He has failed to hold Israel accountable for the violations the Israelis have
engaged in from the Arms Export Control Act. President Obama, in accordance with the Act,
must immediately halt all arms sales to the country that violates the terms with the Act. That
country is Israel. House of Representatives member Dennis Kucinich, Keith Ellison, Brian Baird
have discussed in Congress that weapons and military aid exporting to Israel only "fuels" the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict and is a step in the wrong direction for a peaceful Middle East
(Ruebner, U.S. Can't Afford Military Aid to Israel).
Many United States Politicians are Pro-Israeli Zionists. In fact President Obama's former
Chief of Staff Rahm Emmanuel holds dual citizenship with Israel and the United States. He even
served as a civilian in the Israel Defense Forces. The situation with Israel is also bipartisan. Both
Republicans and Democrats tend to favor positive actions toward Israel. Recently, in late May
2010, eleven United States Citizens were murdered by Israeli Naval Forces. The Americans were
part of a humanitarian mission to bring food, medical supplies, and other aid to the people in
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Gaza. Israel would not have the Free Gaza Flotilla enter beyond International waters. Israeli
Naval Forces that boarded the Flotilla warned them that no aid will be let in, but the members of
the crew refused to listen. Edward Peck former Ambassador to Iraq and Mauritania, Joe Meadors
a USS Liberty Survivor, Huwaida Arraf co-founder of the International Solidarity Movement,
and Hedy Epstein a Holocaust Survivor were some of the eleven American casualties in the
incident.
Israel Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu defended the actions from the Israeli Navy
claiming that it was an act of self-defense. He stated that the sailors were beaten with clubs and
pushed around. Israeli sailors are armed and protected with gear. They probably could have taken
the abuse and done other modes of action rather than committing a murder. Israel taking the
victim side in this attack on American citizens is disconcerting. An Israeli Lobby group The
American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AlP AC) defended the actions of the Navy claiming,
''the Israeli soldiers were then forced to use live ammunition to defend themselves. Despite
issuing numerous warnings throughout the week that the Gaza coast was a closed military zone,
and offering to deliver all legal supplied to Gaza through the Israeli port of Ashdod, the flotilla
proceeded toward the Gaza shore, seeking confrontation with Israel. As ships neared Gaza the
Israeli Navy issued another warning to stop their progress and be escorted to Ashdod, an order
they again refused" (U S Politicians Support Israel's Massacre of US Citizens). This attack
nonetheless is just as bad as an attack on US citizens anywhere in the world. This story was not
covered very well and was hidden behind the tragedy of the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill.
Some responses from American politicians were not very pleasant. Sarah Palin stated on
her media page, "as far too many in the media, and in various governments, rush to Condemn
Israel, we must put the recent events off Israel's coast into the right perspective. This relief
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convoy was not about humanitarian aid, as the liberal mainstream media keeps reporting. The
whole operation was designed to provoke Israel, not to provide supplies to Palestinians held
hostage by Hamas terrorists in Gaza. The media insults our intelligence with their. outright
mischaracterization of who these enemies are." Newt Gingrich stated in his report to Politico that
"The U.S., through the United Nations relief organization, has been funding food and shelter for
the people of Gaza for sixty years now. There was no humanitarian crisis." A New York
Democratic House of Representatives member Anthony Weiner claims that ''this was about
instigating an altercation and they succeeded" (US Politicians Support Israel's Massacre of US
Citizens).
Eric Cantor is about to become the Majority Leader in the House of Representatives in
the United States Congress. After the recent midterm elections, Congressman Cantor met in
private with PM Netanyahu and discussed with him the Republican majority in the House will
"act as a check" on the Obama Administration in regards to Israel affairs (When the Waters Edge
Standard Disappears). This should question what the priorities and prerogatives of some of our
nation's leaders are and should are these priorities truly for the benefit for the American citizen
or for Israel?
America has supported Israel since her founding in 1948. President Truman had a large
Jewish constituency and a minor Arab one and it was a smart political move at the time since he
would be running for reelection a year later. However, Secretary of State George C. Marshal and
policy planning head George Kennan opposed the decision to support Israel because the believed
it would jeopardize U.S. relations with the Arab world and facilitate Soviet penetration of the
region (Mearsheimer and Walt, 51). The decision was not suppose to be that quick and President
Franklin Roosevelt said that both the Palestinians and Zionists would both be heard and no
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reconnection of a Jewish State would be acknowledged by the U.S. without both voices being
heard. Israel is now a Non-NATO ally and would be throughout the Cold War. The Soviet Union
ideologically viewed Zionism as bourgeois nationalism and probably would not adhere to a
friendship with Israel. Instead The Soviets would try to win over the Arab nations in the region
by supplying weapons and aid.
They did by providing aid to Egypt, Syria and Iraq. The Americans needed a democratic
ally in the region and if Israel was to be democratic than a relationship with both nations would
be indefinite (at the time, but obviously still is). Martin Kramer, a research fellow at Israel's
Shalem Center and at the Washington Institute for Near East Policy (WINEP) stated in a lecture,
"the United States does not back Israel not because of Holocaust guilt or shared democratic
values but because aid to Israel underpins the pax Americana in the Eastern Mediterranean and
provides a low-cost way of keeping order in the part of the Middle East (Mearsheimer and Walt,
50). This view seems to be outdated and would be correct if this was given during the Cold War
Years.
Many important factors of America's policy in the Middle East have revolved around the
commitment to the Jewish State of Israel. Since 1976, six Israeli leaders have addressed joint
sessions of Congress (Mearsheimer and Walt, 48) which is the largest total of foreign addressees
that Congress has ever had. It is interesting to note that the six leaders represented a country that
has less the population than New York City. Yitzhak Rabin said to Congress that "America's
generosity toward Israel is beyond compare in modem history" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 48). It is
reasonable to say that the most astonishing relationship in international politics and relations is
between Israel and the United States of America.
9
Kissane
Israel strategic value from 1967-89 is candid, because she served as America's proxy in
the Middle East and helped the United States contain Soviet Expansion in the Middle East while
occasionally aided the U.S. by handling other regional crises. Military embarrassment towards
the Soviets was one way Israel displaced tension for the United States and the Soviets in the
region because the Soviets had clients in the region as mentioned and Israel defeated them in the
1967 Six-Day War and 1973 October War. Israel also damaged Moscow's reputation as an ally
while "enhancing U.S. prestige" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 52). Nixon and Kissinger had the Cold
War strategy to "back Israel to the hilt would make it impossible for Egypt or Syria to regain the
territory lost in the 1967 war and thus demonstrate the limited value of Soviet support
(Mearsheimer and Walt, 52). This deemed successful when Egyptian President Anwar Sadat cut
relations with Russia and realigned with the United States. This would lead to the Egyptian-
Israeli peace treaty in 1979. Israel would continue to defeat clients and the Soviets would exhaust
their resources to rearm them at an ill cost.
Israel's limited strategic value is increasingly emphasized by its incapability to contribute
to the prime United States interest in the region, access and ability to acquire Persian Gulf oil.
The United States of America could not rely on Israel's help to deter a Soviet attack on Western
oil supplies or strategically defend them "in the event of a regional war despite the vaunted
military prowess (Mearsheimer and Walt, 56)." "Harry Shaw noted in the mid-1980s, "some
Israeli officials explicitly reject Israeli engagement of Soviet ground forces beyond their
country's immediate defense. These Israelis acknowledge as far-fetched the notion that Israeli
divisions would advance beyond Israel's borders to meet a Soviet thrust toward the Persian
Gulf." (Mearsheimer and Walt, 56). Pentagon officials have repeatedly said that Israel's strategic
value has been "grotesquely exaggerated" and Israel has been relying on the United States for
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protection and also strongly advocated the 2003 United States invasion of Iraq. America's war
on terrorism has also been strongly supported by Israel by a means of rhetoric and not action
military action. Shaw also warned, in 1986, "The notion of using Israel as a platform for
projecting U.S. forces into Arab states is not widely supported outside Israel. Arab analysts argue
that an Arab regime that accepted American help funneled through Israel would be discredited
with its own people and therefore would be more likely to fall.
U.S. officials also are skeptical of the feasibility of using Israeli bases. The Israeli offers
may be designed primarily to entice the United States into closer relations and to enhance the
rational for more U.S. aid without requirements for specific Israeli commitments." (Mearsheimer
and Walt, 57). The limited capacity of military aid from Israel was exposed during the Iran-Iraq
war. Oil shipments were in jeopardy and the United States and European allies reinforced their
naval strength in the region, escorting oil tankers, and also attacked Iranian patrol boats. Israel
sat on the sidelines and was not involved with helping her allies in the protection of oil that
would eventually be sold or given to Israel.
Obviously containment of communism and the spread of the Soviet grasp were a priority
that American foreign policy has had since President Truman. Israel was that wall of
containment in the Middle East. Until the end of the Cold War Israel played a key role in
defeating the Soviets and providing information to the United States, but now that the Cold War
is over does U.S. support for Israel provide beneficial outcomes? United State support for Israel
has fueled anti-American terrorism ~d encouraged growing anti-Americanism would require
Israel and the American Israeli Lobby to admit that unconditional support for Israel does in fact
impose significant costs on the United States. Such an admission would cast doubt on Israel's net
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strategic value and imply that Washington should make its support make its support conditional
on Israel adopting a different approach toward the Palestinians.
The reason why American should encourage Israel to have a different policy towards the
Palestinians and encourage a two-state solution is because there is an abundant amount of
evidence that U.S. support for Israel encourages anti-Americanism throughout the Arab and
Islamic world which in turn fuels anti-American terrorists. Granted that American support for
Israel is not the only reason why terrorism is inflicted on the United States, but it isa crucial one
(Mearsheimer and Walt, 65). Other reasons why terrorism effects the United States are the
"West's materialism and venality, its alleged "theft" of Arab oil, its support for corrupt Arab
monarchies, its repeated military interventions in the region, and support for Israel.
Rarnzi Yousef, the mastermind behind the first attack on the World Trade Center in 1993
wrote to several New York newspapers taking credit for the attack and also demanded that the
U.S. terminate aid to Israel. Youseftold United States agents on his way to America as a prisoner
that he felt remorse for taking American lives, but he felt it needed to be done in order for
Americans to listen to the voice of the Palestinians. "He was overridden by the strength of his
desire to stop the killing of Arabs by Israeli troops" and by his.belief that "bombing American
targets was the only way to cause change" (Coll, 250). Yousef reportedly also said that "he truly
believed his actions had been rational and logical in pursuit of a change in U.S. policy toward
Israel" (ColI, 250-51).
Another and even more obvious reason that terrorism is inflicted on the United States for
supporting Israel is the declaration ofOsama bin Laden's 1996 fatwa which was later shortened
in 1998. The fatwa, which is a religious opinion and order in Islamic law, was entitled
"Declaration of War Against the Americans Occupying the Land of the Two Holy Places." In
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this document, Osama bin Laden amongst other leaders in groups across the "Jihad" movement,
state "We call on every Muslim who believes in Allah and wished to be rewarded to comply with
Allah's order to kill the Americans and plunder their money wherever and whenever they find it.
We also calion Muslim ulema, leaders, youths, and soldiers to launch the raid on Satan's U.S.
troops and the devil' s supporters allying with them, and to displace those who are behind them
so that they may learn a lesson." This document gave Americans and Israelis more of an
incentive to for aggressiveness in the world; it is more disconcerting towards Americans because
it specifically says that Americans are the reason for this document for support of Israel. The
subtitle is even "Jihad Against Jews and Crusaders."
Israel is surrounded by nations and people that want to see her perish of the face of the
earth and she has a very vengeful policy that if Israel or Israelis are attacked, than those who are
held responsible will be hit back. In her defense this policy is properly the only method of
protecting her from being attacked by other nations, but most dubious is the treatment of
Palestinians. When homemade Hamas rockets injure or kill only a handful of Israelis, hundreds
of Palestinians are made to answer for those lives. An example of this happening was during the
February 2008 rocket attacks by Hamas. "With rockets launched at Israeli cities and Israel
attacking Palestinian gunmen. Military aggression by Hamas led to a heavy Israeli military
action on 1 March 2008, resulting in over 110 Palestinians being killed as well as 2 Israeli
soldiers. Israeli human rights group B'Tselem estimated that 45 of those killed were not involved
in hostilities and 15 were minors" (Israeli Gaza Operation Not Over).
Israel has created even more danger to herself now because family and friends of those
that have been killed in Gaza or West Bank want to seek revenge for the lives taken. The same
argument can be made for an Israeli who has lost someone in rocket attacks or bus bombs. Does
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this policy of "If a nation or group attacks Israel, then in return Israel will strike back" a good
policy? If it is than why are there still problems in the Middle East? Possibly Israel does in fact
mistreat Palestinians almost to the point that it mirrors a history that happened in Europe almost
seventy years ago. Ironically The Gaza Strip in some areas and the same is also true in some
areas of the West Bank look similar to the Warsaw and Krakow ghettos circa 1944.
The Arab nations that surround Israel, excluding Egypt, currently do not play a
constructive role in a process that would ensure peace in the region. "Their cumulative influence
will be vital in helping to consummate an acceptable agreement and in assuring doubtful Israelis
that such a peace can be dependable and permanent" (Carter, 71). Staunch supporters claim for
Israel that there is no other alternative to violence but violence and it maybe true, but others may
argue that they haven't tried hard enough diplomatically or have reneged negotiations. It is
difficult for Americans to understand because we do not live there. The Israel Lobby in America
is arguably the strongest supported and heavily funded lobby. In America and possibly other
parts of the world, criticism towards Israel, the Lobby in the U.S. and policy automatically
makes the critic anti-Semitic. That is a problem that needs to change in order for a peaceful Israel
and Middle East. It will also help America in uplifting the strains that Israel causes on the
American budget and protection.
Up onto this point this thesis has focused on the negativity of the relations with Israel and
the Israeli Lobby in the United States. The Pentagon in the mid-1960s were under the assumption
that Israel did not need to purchase weapons from the United States and was fervent enough to
defend her own sovereign. This is due in part ofIsrael's handling of the Suez Crisis (Bard, U.S.-
Israel Relations: A Special Alliance). "Officials also worried that the Arabs would be alienated
and provoked to ask the Soviets and Chinese for weapons that would stimulate a Middle East
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arms race." The Egyptians acquired long range bombers from the Soviet in the early months of
1962 and John F. Kennedy allowed for the U.S. State Department to sell HAWK surface-to-air
missiles. The Johnson administration furthered the sales of military weapons when he allowed
for the sales of tanks and aircraft. However, Johnson did not want to have an unbalanced
relationship with the Arabs and he transferred the same weaponry to Arab countries as well.
Then in 1968, Johnson began to sell the American F4 Phantom Jet to Israel. The jet was
America's prized fighter/bomber. This set in motion the arms relation the U.S and Israel have
currently. It also allowed for Israel to have "qualitative" military advantage over its Soviet
supported neighbors (Bard, U.S.-Israel Relations: A Special Alliance). The United States
benefited because Arab countries would be defeated with Soviet weapons and in the world's eyes
this would express the idea that the Soviets were weak and the United States was strong. Also it
would it cost Soviets political gains that the United States would acquire through Israeli victory.
It seems as if the Middle East during the Cold War was a chess game between the Soviets and
the United States.
The Carter Administration began to implement joint military sales with Israel for not only
military gains of both nations, but also to sway a peace treaty with Egypt. Ties were shaken by
Ronald Reagan when he allowed for the sale of Airborne Warning and Control System
(AWACS) to the Saudis in 1981. "The Israeli Prime Minister Menachem Be gin expressed
"profound regret and unreserved opposition" to the Saudi AWACS sale. "Experts on Israeli
defense said that AWACS could track every move of Israel's air force, denying it the chance to
launch a surprise first strike, the basis of Israeli defense doctrine" (Boeing 2009). The Reagan
Administration, to mend the wounds, stated that Israel was a vital ally during the Cold War.
Ironically Arab countries in the region said that Zionism was the reason for war with Israel and
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could care a less about Communism and Israel never viewed the Soviets as an enemy, but to
appease Reagan, the Israelis would say anything.
The mutual agreement began to benefit both nations when on November 31, 1981, the
two countries signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) termed "strategic cooperation."
"The agreement was diluted by opposition from the Pentagon and State Department and did not
provide for joint exercises or a regular means of cooperation. To make matters worse, the
agreement was used as a stick to beat Israel with a month later when the MOU was suspended
because of American dissatisfaction with Israel's decision to annex the Golan Heights.
Regardless of the decision, Israel became viewed as a strategic ally (Bard, U.S.-Israel Relations:
A Special Alliance).
Then in 1987, the United States Congress designated Israel as a major non-NATO ally.
This provided Israeli industries to compete equally with NATO countries and other vital allies of
the United States for contracts to produce a significant amount of military items used for defense.
"Israel also began to receive $3 billion in grant economic and military assistance" (Bard, U.S.-
Israel Relations: A Special Alliance). The following year, a new MOU was signed encompassing
all prior agreements. "By the end of Reagan's term, the U.S. had prepositioned equipment in
Israel, regularly held joint training exercises, began co-development of the Arrow Anti-Tactical
Ballistic Missile and was engaged in a host of other cooperative military endeavors" (Bard, U.S.-
Israel Relations: A Special Alliance).
The United States and Israel currently have strong strategic relations. The Pentagon has a
direct hotline to the Israeli Defense Ministry and also Israel is the only nation who is linked with
United States early warning missile satellites. Israeli Commandos and United States Special
Forces train together and share tactics from time to time, Mossad and CIA share information on
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Anti-Terrorism and some American cities employ Israeli tactics experts to train policeman. The
problem with the close strategic relationship with Israel is that it does not always act like a loyal
ally. All states look to act to its own interests and Israel rightfully so has looked towards the
nations main interests. The problematic factor is that Israel has been willing to do things contrary
to American interests when (rightly or wrongly) that doing so would advance its own national
goals (Mearsheimer and Walt, 75).
An example of Israeli actions that were going against American interests is the infamous
"Lavon Affair," in which "Israeli agents tried to bomb several U.S. government offices in Egypt,
in bungled attempt to sow discord between Washington and Cairo. Israel also sold Iran military
supplies to Iran during the Iranian Hostage Crisis of 1979-80, and it was one of Iran's main
military suppliers during the Iran-Iraq War, even though it was against the advice of the U.S.,
because the U.S. felt Iran was a greater threat than Iraq. In an Israeli point of view, these actions
made sense to prevent anymore animosity from Iran and Egypt at the time, but when American
citizens were being held hostage Israel turned her back on America. The most troubling fact
about the dubious actions of Israel was in 1992. Israel had been selling American weaponry to
third world countries such as China. The State Department discovered that since 1983 Israel has
been "systematically unauthorized transfer to third world countries." "At the same time in 1992,
the General Accounting Office officials looking into the "Dotan affair," which was the
embezzlement and illegal diversion of millions of dollars of U.S. military aid by the former head
of Israeli Air Force procurement" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 76). The GAO said that Israel would
not discuss the actions in the affair and refused to allow U.S. investigators to question Israeli
personnel (Mearsheimer and Walt, 76).
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Little has changed during the Bill Clinton and George W. Bush administrations. Douglas
Feith, who was one of Bush's undersecretary of defense and an avid supporter of Israel, stated in
2004 that the military relationship between the two countries is troublesome. He said the
relationship is troublesome following the selling of Israeli "killer drone" aircraft to China. The
United States sold the aircraft to Israel originally (Mearsheimer and Walt, 76). The GOA
released a statement in 2004 saying, "The Jewish state conducts the most aggressive espionage
against the United States of any ally" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 76). The Israeli market, by
stealing U.S. economic information, will be a step ahead of the United States in the global
market having an increased cost to the U.S. citizen. John Daviit, the former head of the Justice
Department's internal security section regarded Israel. as the "second most active intelligence
service" in the United States.
AlP AC has been involved with cases of controversy in the Pentagon. Larry Franklin was
arrested in 2004 when he tried to pass classified information of United States policy towards Iran
to two AIPAC members Steven 1. Rosen and Keith Weissman. Franklin would be convicted of
unauthorized disclosure of classified information, not espionage. Rosen and Weissman had their
charges dropped. Washington knows that there are intelligence agencies working in the U.S., but
Israel is very active on acquiring economic, political, and defensive information from the state
department for sometime. It is interesting that the United State's alleged ally is very willing to
spy on her most generous ally.
It is troubling to know that Israel is very willing to turn her back on America and
America will still be willing to support the nation. The new Cold War seems to be now dubbed
the War on Terror. Before the September 11 attacks, President Bush sought to decrease the
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amount of anti-American sentiment in the Arab and Islamic world by pressuring Israel to stop its
policy of expanding the Occupied Territories and promoted the creation of a Palestinian state.
Once 9/11 happened this was ultimately reversed. The Bush administration changed its
policy to agreeing with Israeli aggressive policy towards the Palestinians. The reasoning is
because the threat of terrorism was being harbored in the Palestinian territories. There was fear
that Al-Qaeda would begin facilitating operations there and would later spread to Syria and other
neighboring countries.
President Bush, when he supported a ''two-state solution," was under criticism by the
Israeli Prime Minister Ariel Sharon. Sharon felt that America was going to "sell-out" Israel in
order to win favor with the Arabs. The Prime Minister was angry and accused Bush of trying "to
appease the Arabs at our expense" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 205). Later in October 2001, Sharon
authorized the invasion of multiple Palestinian areas in Hebron.
The problematic matter at hand is that in order to have President Bush to be a supporter
of Israeli actions with the Palestinians, Sharon used American Jewish officials in the lobby and
press to sway the president and/or give him poor publicity in the news. An example of poor press
was in the New York Times when columnist and longtime supporter of Sharon, William Safire,
wrote an article criticizing the Bush administrations early policies with Israel. Safire finished the
article with a line said by Sharon, "You in America are in a war against terror. We in Israel are in
a war against terror. It's the same war" (Mearsheimer and Walt, 205). Thus sparking the rhetoric
that the American people would endure for the rest of the Bush presidency and how he used the
word "terror" to defend Israel actions in Palestine and of course his own actions with prisoners.
Al-Qaeda, which is all but destroyed, is no longer a massive threat as it was in 2001. In
fact many Muslims are turning away from Al-Qaeda because of the amount of Muslim civilians
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Al-Qaeda has claimed. This point is that force of arms (or in this case, terror) may not be the best
answer for a peaceful Middle East or safer America. Harking back to 1967, after the defeat of the
Egyptian army, Israel actually sought peace with Arab nations. The Arab nations did not find
politics as a means for peace, but rather military force as the best way to accomplishing goals.
That seemed not to work too well in the Arabian favor, but one leader discovered a revolutionary
idea to seek peace with Israel. Anwar Sadat used his vernacular talents and spoke with peaceful
terms with the Israelis to acquire the Sinai back from Israel in exchange that Egypt would
recognize Israel's existence and would not attempted a war with Israel and vice-versa
(Finkelstein, 150-51).
The language of force is more beneficial to achieving peace than actually using force.
The lesson of the peace agreement in Camp David is negotiations will work with Israel and
Arabian nations. The circumstances are not different. Israel may never have to worry about a bus
bomb again if the ''two-state solution" is imposed. Sadly, this concept is still a dream. "With
Egypt neutralized at Camp David, Israel sought to consolidate its control of the West Bank and
Gaza" (Finkelstein, 171) and now with Egypt out of the way, Israel can focus on destroying the
political nexus of the Palestinian national movement based in Lebanon. Roughly twenty
thousand Lebanese and Palestine lost their lives in the summer of 1982. Just when it was finally
proven that Israel can be negotiated peacefully with an Arab nation, everything will be undone
once Israel increased her expansionist agenda.
The United Nations hosted an international consensus III 1993 before the Oslo I
agreement. The findings showed that multiple member nations support a complete withdrawal
from the West Bank and Gaza by Israel and a Palestinian state shall be founded in the conceded
territories. "The PLO accepted these terms, but Israel and the United States rejected them"
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(Finklestein, 172). Little may be said for a political gain for the Palestinians. The critical issues
discussed during the Oslo agreements were Jerusalem, water, reparations, sovereignty, security,
and land. The agreements gave Israel "legal" justifications for her actions and policy towards the
Palestinians. The United States supported Israel during the agreements. This made America to be
even more disliked by pro-Palestinian supporters. It even justified for terrorist to target the
United States because of the support of tightening the grip on the Palestinians. Aside from all the
rhetoric allowing Israel to have the most control of everything in the area, the most troubling part
of the agreement is that "Israel retains responsibility for external security, as well as,
responsibility for overall security of Israelis. In the name of security, Israel is thus free to pursue
any Palestinian anywhere" (Finkle stein, 175).
Israel now could legitimize apartheid in the Middle East and also justify retaliations in
Palestinian territories. When Israel is attacked by any neighbor, not just Palestinians, she
retaliates with vast amounts of force and inflicts greater damage than that of which was done to
her. In order for there to be any progression Oslo must be dismissed. A new agreement must be
made that Israel must yield territories in order for the Palestinians to have their own homeland. It
needs to be attempted because the other options have not worked. Israel and the United States are
still targeted. The United States needs to persuade Israel to allow a nation for Palestine. If it can
work for Egypt's recognition of a Jewish state, then a Jewish state can recognize a Palestinian
state.
Another interesting fact to note is how the Holocaust memory is being used in Israel and
in the United States. The greatest tragedy ever to occur in the history of humankind is arguably
being used as a shield of criticism, justification for Israeli policies, and also a method of
silencing opposition towards Israel. In Israel teenage school children visit Concentration Camps
21
Kissane
in Poland as a reminder of what happened nearly seventy years ago. This is not the problem, but
how the material is being presented is problematic. The recognition of what happened in Nazi
Europe is used not as a reminder, but is presented that Israel can expand in order to prevent
another Holocaust. It is a product that is being sold to the people for excuses of actions that were
previously done to the Jewish people, meaning subduing demonstrations in Palestine through
force and also silencing whistle blowers that question Israel actions.
The silencing of those that question Israeli actions in any conflict is troublesome because
it seems to be only the case when it is involving Israel. In other words, when there is criticism for
any political actions involving Israel there is always a pious response to the assessment. Israel
Foreign Ministers will victimize the nation or bring up the Holocaust as justification. The same
tactic is employed with American Jewry. This notion of "victimhood" is borderline sadistic. To
further explain this concept, one must watch Israeli responses to both violent attacks and
criticism. Since one can not do that in this thesis, it will be described. The 2006 war with
Lebanon missile attacks by Hezbollah killed less than ten Israelis. The Jewish State invaded
southern Lebanon, destroyed civilian infrastructure, and collateral damage was very high and
possible done intentionally.
Any other nation would adhere to a United Nations trail for war crimes, but Israel did not
receive any charges. The opposite actually happened because Israel claimed that they were the
victim in the war. Israel used full military force, instead of Commandos infiltrating and
destroying the rocket sites, to stop the aggression from Hezbollah. Stability in the Eastern
Mediterranean has always been desirable for the United States, but the region is not a valuable
strategic interest as the Persian Gulf is for oil. Israel supposedly is of strategic value in the region
and seems to be not doing a good job substantially.
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When Israel invaded Lebanon in 1982, it began to create a sea of violence and insecurity.
The region has been more shaken by war in last thirty years because of this incident than its wars
with the other Arab nations. The reason why is because of a result of the invasion, the formation
and founding of Hezbollah. Hezbollah, Party of God, has the goals of liberating Jerusalem the
third most holy site in Islam, eliminate Israel and create an Islamic state in Lebanon. Hezbollah
and Iran have a link because Lebanon and Iran have a majority of Shiite Muslims in their
countries. The militant group is possibly reasonable for the horrific attacks on the u.S. embassy
and marine barracks the cost more than 250 American lives.
The main tactic that Hezbollah employs is suicide bombing. Recently it has been shown
that suicide bombing does not work to get the results wanted, but nonetheless the organization
still uses suicide bombings to achieve its means of abolishing Israel and creating a non-secular
state in the region founded in Shia Muslim tradition. This organization has not been much of a
threat to the United States as other organizations such as AI-Qaeda has in the past, but Hezbollah
is a very organized and political party in Lebanon, currently the party in power in the country.
The organization is anti-American/west because of the supporting of Israel as a main reason.
Israel weaponry used to invade Lebanon and prolonged campaign to colonize the West Bank: and
Gaza has all been indirectly subsidized by the U.S. with aid (Mearsheimer and Walt, 56).
The Palestine Liberation Organization, according to Yasir Arafat, "is the national
liberation movement of the Palestinian people. It is the institutional expression of Palestinian
people what other national liberation movements have been to other nations. It is their means to
reassert and reaffirm a denied national identity, to recover a suppressed history to safeguard a
popular heritage to rebuild demolished institutions, and to struggle for usurped homeland and
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denied national rights" (Carter, 63). Currently, the PLO is the official organization that is
recognized by the international community and has observer status in the United Nations.
The difference between PLO and Hamas is that the PLO wants to establish a democratic
government with Jews, Christians, and Muslims live together, just as they have in the past
thousand years. Hamas wants to end Israel and create a Palestinian state based on Islamic Law.
The annihilation of Israel has never been a major focus or priority of the PLO, simply a nation
that includes all. Zionist will not have a non-Jewish nation. Arafat said in 1974, ''that the
Palestinian people are ready to establish out independent state in any part from which Israel will
withdraw. As with Israelis, there are many differences among voices coming from the PLO, and
listeners interpret the words to suit their own ends" (Carter, 62-63). The relations that the PLO
have with nations in the U.N. and "the U.N. resolutions supporting Palestinians are a means of
proof of the effectiveness and the rightness of their cause" (Carter, 63). Unfortunately, the PLO
lost supporters through the peaceful and political means beginning with the Camp David Treaty.
Egypt was no longer a supporter of the PLO and was viewed as a supporter of Israel. Arafat is
. recognized as a terrorist to Zionists and viewed disgraceful to be awarded the Noble Prize for his
actions with the Oslo Agreement. He will always remain as a controversial political figure, but
the truth is that he wanted a Palestinian nation for his people and he never saw this dream happen
before his death in 2004.
The reason why the understanding of these groups is important because the safety of
America maybe at risk. These groups have similar goals in common, but one is certain that
America is not yet a threat. History has showed that United States foreign policy is to protect and
aid Israel. One way to bring an enemy to adhere to demands to cut off the supply line and tear
the relations of allies through threat and force. The debate that terrorism works or that it does not
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is not a reason to continue to aid if American lives are or will be at risk. There needs to be a
more substantial cost benefit analysis with the Jewish State. Pressure from the Israeli Lobby and
Zionist Americans will never allow any favor towards the Palestinians. It seems that the current
method of apartheid will never work in favor for anyone. Oslo must be recognized or reaffirmed
with more efficient goals for both Israel and the Palestinians. In 2004, the United States
Congress declared the PLO a terrorist organization. The Israeli Lobby had influence for the
declaration.
The Oslo Agreement provided for a phased withdrawal of Israeli military forces from the
West .Bank, the establishment of a Palestinian governing authority with officials to be elected,
and a five-year interim period during which the more difficult and specific issues would be
negotiated (Carter, 134). In September 1993, the PLO officially recognized the right of Israel to
exist in "peace and security" accepted U.N. Security Council Resolutions 242 and 338, the use of
terrorism and other acts of violence will no longer be a means of action, committed to peaceful
resolutions to the conflict, denounce any rhetoric that coveted the denial of Israel's existence,
and all these factors were submitted to the Palestinian National Council. The Israelis wanted and
gained much more than simply recognition.
Once the Oslo Agreement was fostered and recognized, there was opposition from right-
wing Israelis and militant Palestinians immediately. Emasculation of the agreement was
underway from extremists from both sides. In 1995, Israeli Prime Minister and Nobel Peace
Prizes winner Yitzhak Rabin is assassinated by an Israeli right-wing religious fanatic. Violence
from Palestinian groups opposed to Oslo further exacerbated the peace process. The following
year, the Likud Party is elected back to power in Israel with an agenda to reverse Oslo and
committed to fierce retaliation to any attack in Israel.
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Also in 1996, Arafat is elected as president to the Palestinian National Council. In 1998
new talks for peace began in Maryland under President Clinton. The Wye River Memorandum
allowed for redeployment of Israeli troops, security arrangements, prisoner releases, and the
resumption of permanent states negotiations. An airport is opened in Gaza which has flights to
and from Arab nations. This instilled massive fear from Israel that terrorists will fly in and out
with weapons also flown in to create havoc on the Israeli people.
In the year 2000, Israel agrees to withdraw military forces from Lebanon, but refuses to
leave the Shebaa Farmland. The same year peace talks utterly fail and even worse a second
intifada is declared when Ariel Sharon visited the Temple Mound. He was regarded to many
Muslims as ''terrorist'' and evil towards the Palestinian people. As a result of the second intifada,
Sharon is elected as Prime Minister of the Jewish Nation with an agenda to reject Oslo,
strengthen Israeli security, bulldozed the Gaza airport, resettlement of the West Bank, and gain
as much aid from the United States as possible to acquire what he wanted to accomplish. The
,
United States during the following years gave Sharon massive amounts of money and weaponry
at a cost of9/11.
The Arab League has offered a peace plan that is adopted on V.N Resolutions 242 and
338. V.N Resolution 242 was implemented in 1967 after the Six Day War. It called for the
removal of all Israeli forces in newly occupied territories during the conflict and the Termination
of all claims or states of belligerency and respect for and acknowledgment of the sovereignty,
territorial integrity and political independence of every State in the area and their right to live in
peace within secure and recognized boundaries free from threats or acts of force" (V.N.
Resolution 242). V.N. Resolution 338 was implemented after the Yum Kippur War in 1973. It
called for a cease fire and the same holding of 242 to be used (V.N Resolution 338). This Plan
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was called the Saudi Plan and was to bring closure to the Arab League and Israel. As seen before
extremist on both sides disagree with this new concept and violence breaks out in Israel. Sharon
cast blame on the attacks in Israel on Arafat and restricts Arafat to his office in Ramallah (Carter,
9).
The closest that the two-state solution was ever going to see its genesis was during the
Quartet Group's. Road Map Police, which called for Hamas to stop all terrorist activity and Israel
to cede territory in West Bank and Gaza for the Palestinians to have as a nation. A settlement
freeze from Israel was to be applied, but Sharon refused and the agreement was rejected by
Israel. President Bush supported the plan originally in 2002, but later would change his mind on
the plan as it utterly failed. Israel announced that there were to be preconditions for peace. One
of those conditions was that Israel would control all Palestinian territories and would also have
military personal stand guard on exits and would have kept watch over the Palestinian wave of
media. The international community viewed this as a setback towards the peace process and
violence yet again erupted in the region. Almost two years later, in 2005, Israel would evacuate
its settlements from Gaza and four from the West Bank (Carter, 9).
The United States has had a critical role in trying to mend relations and foster a fair peace
plan for Middle East. Currently, the Obama administration has tried to bring both parties to an
agreement. The Israelis clam that they will negotiate on! y if the Palestinians return to the
negotiating table. They left in dispute over terms. Also that Israel will probably renege on the
terms as in past situations does not bring promise for a probable outcome. Hilary Clinton spoke
to the U.N. counsel about how the U.N. puts too many sanctions on Israel. President Obama then
counters saying the Israel needs to stop violating U.N. sanctions in order for the peace process to
begin. It does not stop with presidents. Even presidential candidates will visit Israel before the
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primaries to show support to the nation. It's disconcerting that the potential presidential
candidate will visit a nation in the Middle East before rounding support in the United States first.
The beginning of 2011 has also been interesting for the Middle East. Peaceful protests
beginning in Tunisia have spread across the Arab world. Egypt now has had a regime change.
Libya's organized protests originally started peacefully and now turned violent when the
president Muammar Gadhafi began murdering his own people. The fire of political change for
the people of North Africa and the Middle East has spread from Morocco to Iran. It is possible
that Israel may no longer be the only democracy in the Middle East. It is also possible that Israel
may be under more threat because if anti-Israeli political entities whose primary goal is to wipe
out Israel take power, then Israel will have justification for violating U.N Sanctions. The United
States will also probably get involved with the situation if it deems to be in ill favor. Thus far the
people of the nations seem to all want democracy and surprisingly a secular government.
America has and probably should invest more time into trying to promote democracy in the
region by verbally supporting the notion and also fostering the notion with potential leaders
within the country. It would be nice to have democracy emulated in the American fashion with
the American solider doing the work, but rather the citizens of the country wanting it for
themselves.
The reason why this is important to American because it is almost a second chance to
have more allies in the Middle East that would aid in denouncing terrorism and becoming an ally
to the United States. It would also be beneficial to have more nations view the United States in a
positive light and also for less stress in dealing with the acquiring of oil. Israel should also try as
well because it would be an opportunity to show the Israelis are also part of the Middle East and
want the spreading of democracy. An attempt to show the world that Israel does believe in
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human rights and would like to subdue the recognition of Israel violating human rights in the
West Bank and Gaza.
The Israel Lobby in America is not a bad thing, but how it is run and purposes are rather
problematic. There needs to be a new policy amongst the lobby in order to acquire a safer
America as well as a better Israel. America needs to identify her interests in the Middle East, she
needs to outline a strategy to protect those interests, develop a new relationship with Israel, end
the conflict between Israel and Palestine with a two-state solution and transfer the lobby in a
constructive force. American presidents have tried to bring peace to Israel and her neighbors, but
especially the Palestinians since President Carter. Also negativity towards Israel would be
reduced if she did give lands back to Arab countries such as the Golan Heights back to Syria
(Mearsheimer and Walt, 343). Israel has options to hear from all sides, but condoning these
options is step backwards, in other words this policy will only lead to more and more blood shed.
The peace process has seen progression and failure. It seems that Israel will renege on
terms and the Palestinians will also while turning to violence. Jews and Palestinians lived
peacefully together for thousands of years before the creation of Israel. There is still hope that
they can again live as neighbors with two states living side by side. America has played a crucial
role as well as other nations in trying to bring stability and peace to the Middle East. There
seems to be certain sides that do not want stability in the area and wish only to have Israel be the
only nation and not having land ceded for the Palestinians. Israel created a wall surround the
West Bank and it is comparable to a military baseline or a prison wall. It has electronic ground
and fence sensors, video cameras, thermal imagining, and sniper towers which are all on
Palestinian land. "In 2006, Israel declared that all Palestinians over the age of twelve carry
"permanent resident permit" from the civil administration to enable them to continue to live in
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there own homes. They are considered to be aliens, without the rights of Israeli citizens" (Carter,
192). This is not a step in the right direction and displays a message that Israel is not truly willing
to negotiate.
The United States needs to rethink the relationship with Israel. Both political parties want
to balance a budget and giving financial aid to Israel is not a way to balance it. America can use
the money given to Israel at home and also the Arab world would not dislike the U.S. as much.
As a political science major and forever a student of history, I feel that the United States needs to
revaluate her relationship with Israel. Politics has. plagued this situation because no American
President would actually turn on Israel or be the supporter of the Palestinians during the peace
process. The publicity would weaken a president and would probably lose the support of
Congress. But where do we go from here? Understanding the situation at hand is key to the peace
process and people need to get facts from both sides. Watching how a political representative
votes and attitudes towards the conflict will help the voter choose who to vote for as well and
also contacting the representative will also help. Do not believe everything that the Israelis claim,
they are not victims all the time.
In conclusion, America will still have Israel as an ally even though the relationship is one
sided and not ultimately beneficial for the American government. Israel will still demand more
weapons from the United States government and U.S. citizen tax dollars. It is up to the American
people to rethink the relationship and have their tax dollars support a prison wall. As a political
science major and forever a student of history, I feel American probably will not be strict with
Israel, but will still support the two state solution and give Israel the tools to renege on terms of
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